The Ukrainian Community in Banat – Short Quantitative Analysis  by Herţeliu, Claudiu et al.
 Procedia Economics and Finance  10 ( 2014 )  32 – 44 
2212-5671 © 2014 Published by Elsevier B.V. This is an open access article under the CC BY-NC-ND license 
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/3.0/).
Selection and peer-review under responsibility of the Department of Statistics and Econometrics, Bucharest University of Economic Studies.
doi: 10.1016/S2212-5671(14)00275-5 
ScienceDirect
Available online at www.sciencedirect.com
 
7th International Conference on Applied Statistics 
The Ukrainian Community in Banat – Short Quantitative Analysis 
Claudiu Herțeliua, Tudorel Andreia, Bogdan Vasile Ileanua* 
aDepartment of Statistics and Econometrics, Bucharest University of Economic Studies, 010552 Bucharest, Romania 
 
Abstract 
More than over 100 years ago, hundreds of Ukrainian families decided to start a better life – hundreds of kilometers away from 
their native lands – in the south of the Austro-Hungarian Empire, in the historical region of Banat. Thus, a few villages were 
established with a population belonging to this ethic group. This article intends to detail the way in which these flows in 
population were reflected in the official statistics of the last century. 
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1. Introduction 
When speaking of the Ukrainian minority in Romania, we are used to thinking automatically at some territories 
placed in the immediate vicinity of the Ukrainian border. Firstly, Maramures, with the inferior part of the Viseu 
Valley (including Ruscovei Valley, one of Viseu’s affluents) up to its flowing in the Tisa, and continuing along this 
important river for as long as it is the natural border with Ukraine. Secondly, the usual perception of the Romanian 
collective mentality on placing the Ukrainian minority refers to the Danube Delta. Our article intends to analyze the 
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The academic papers strictly dedicated to this subject are relatively few. Some indirect information about the 
Ukrainian minority in Banat were delivered at the presentation of this multicultural geographical space in Neumann 
(1997), Batt (2002) and Herțeliu (2013). Also, the localization of the Ukrainian minority in the Banat area has also 
been mentioned in the papers dedicated to presenting this minority in Romania: Yuriychuk (2011) and Petrovai 
(2011). A short presentation of the Ukrainian community has been done by Nicoara (2005) within in Project for 
Rural Education: 
“The Ukrainian community in Banat, settled in a few villages around Lugoj, Caransebes and Arad, was 
formed mainly in the year 1908-1918 through the colonization of great landowners’ estates, sold by their 
German and Hungarian owners, situated in the southern part of the Austro-Hungarian Empire. The Ukrainian 
colonists who bought land came from the mountainous and poor parts of the Transcarpathia, from the villages 
placed on the right side of the Tisa, while others, smaller in number, from the Slavic side of Bucovina. Their 
exodus continued even after 1918. After 1970, many Ukrainian ethnics from the villages in Maramures and 
Bucovina bought the households of the emigrant Germans, populating many villages which become mainly 
Ukrainian (Pogăneşti, Dragomireşti, Stiuca, Remetea Mică, Bârsana etc).“ 
This presentation is also available online (WEB1) even if the initial source cannot be precisely names. A 
documentary material available online (WEB2) dedicated to Ukrainian from Banat cites many oral sources as well 
as other elements published in the media. This material is quite extended and approaches the issue of the Ukrainian 
minority in Banat from multiple perspectives, constituting a serious resource (even without academic claims). The 
motivation of migration which led to the Ukrainian ethnic group’s taking roots in the area of Banar was, in fact, 
poorness. There were major differences – visible in other eras or continents: Lewis (2012), or Niculescu-Aron 
(2012) or Ileanu et al (2012) – between the households of the population due to the economic status or the crises 
generated by it: Frunza (2012) or Caplescu et al. (2013). We must mention that keeping the identity in an area 
relatively far from origins was probably induced by the religious factor, as Schifirnet (2013) indirectly mentioned. 
2. Methodology and data sources 
The statistical information used in this article was gathered by the censuses performed in the last 120 years 
(1900, 1910, 1930, 1941, 1956, 1966, 1977, 1992, 2002 and 2011) in the geographical area analyzed. Following the 
fact that the Ukrainian ethnic groups appeared in Banat in the first decade of the 20th century, we will mainly be 
interested by the censuses in this period. We must mention the fact that in Banat, the censuses in 1900 and 1910 
were performed by the Austro-Hungarian authorities, which administered the territory at the time. In this context, 
the afterword signed by Arpad Varga to Rotariu et al.’s paper (1999), dedicated to the 1910 Census in Transylvania 
as well as the Varga report (2002) were very helpful in identifying the corresponding villages (and not only).  
Except for these inherent difficulties due to the organizing of the censuses by different state, we also have 
difficulties generated by administrative changes (villages which passed from one commune to another, the 
appearance of new communes, county reorganizations, etc.) which took place in the time period under analysis. In 
this paper, by “Banat” we mean the territory formed of the counties Timis and Caras-severin. The Population and 
Households Census (PHC) in 2011 registered a significant number of people who were not censused directly. In this 
context the National Institute of Statistics (NIS) conducted a retrieval of a large part of the people uncensused 
initially (from administrative sources). Unfortunately, the administrative sources allowed data collection only for a 
few characteristics for the respective people (age, gender, residence, etc.). Consequently, ethnical affiliation (along 
with other variables usually collected through census questionnaires) was not reflected for this group of persons. For 
these reasons, at national level, 6.15% of the population, the ethnical affiliation was noted “unavailable”. In this 
paper, we will operate with re-weighted statistical information (obtained through the elimination of people censused 
through administrative sources), basically highlighting the population ethnical structure as it was in fact collected 
within the direct interviews of the PHC. The statistic manipulation were mainly performed using Excel, and the map 
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was created using ArcGIS which generated  a rather complex system with some possible performance issues as the 
ones raised by Zamfiroiu et al. (2012). 
3. Data analysis 
3.1. The first wave of migration (1906 – 1910) and its effects 
The Ukrainian population in Banat was established after an important flow of people in the period 1906-1910 
and it mainly comes from the historical Maramureș. According to the sources analyzed (web 2) in the first wave of 
internal migration, within the Austro-Hungarian Empire, five Ukrainian villages were formed: Copăcele (with 133 
families), Zorile (with 145 families), Cornuțel-Banat (with 140 families), Pădureni (with 130 families) and Criciova 
(with 132 families). As mentioned above, the administrative structure of the communes which included these 
villages was a not constant, certain volatile element having significant impact. The statistical information about the 
Ukrainian population from the villages of the first migration wave is presented in table 1. 
Table 1. The evolution of the Ukrainian ethnics established in the Banat villages during the first wave of migration 
Year Copăcele* Știuca**  Victor Vlad Delamarina***  Păltiniș **** Criciova 
1910 266 894   229 
1930 2.417 5 277  605 
1966 1.967 74 459 1.061 426 
1977 1.635 576 392 1.152 359 
1992 1.113 898 355 1.001 288 
2002 885 1.170 569 929 218 
2011 664 1.138 579 833 146 
* Copăcele village, as well as Zorile village since 1953; Cornuțel village until 1940 
** Zorile village in 910, Știuca and Dragomirești afterwords 
*** Pădureni village 
**** Cornuțel – Banat village after 1940 
The statistics provided by the 1910 census already registered almost 1400 Ukrainians in the 3 communes in Banat 
where they were installed. The Ukrainians represented, in average, 14.8% of the population of the three communes 
with the following shares: 6.9% in Criciova and 19.5% in Stiuca. Basically, the Ukrainian ethnic group was a 
significant part and (as a clue of future consolidation) this minority lived in ethnically compact areas (villages). The 
evolution of the number of Ukrainians of the five communes in time was strongly influenced by the administrative 
changes operated in commune structuring. In this manner we must interpret the multiplication of nine times for the 
Ukrainian population of Copăcele in 1930 versus 1910. However, the administrative changes in the commune 
structure do not fully explain the evolution of the Ukrainian ethnic group in Copăcele in the two decades. In this 
respect, we notice that in another commune which did not have major administrative changes (Criciova) the number 
of Ukrainian people almost tripled. In fact, this shows that migration flows continued to manifest in that period, and 
most likely, the superior† fertility rates specific to Ukrainian women also had an important influence. 
 
 
† A data analysis for the years 1992 and 2002 – Isaic-Maniu et al. (2004) – illustrates that both in 1992 and 2002, the fertility rates for Ukrainian 
women were almost 25% higher than the national average, the ethnic group being placed on the third place from this point of view, after gypsies 
and ceangai. 
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Fig. 1. The evolution of the share of Ukrainian ethnics in the last 100 years in Copăcele 
 
3.2. The second wave of migration – post 1970 
According to all previously mentioned sources, which analyzed the evolution of the Ukrainian ethnic group in 
Banat, a second wave of migration occurred starting with the eighth decade of the last century. Although the general 
idea relative to the Ukrainian migration phenomenon in the last decades, in Banat, was that in fact, it had happened 
as a replacement of the German minority (affected by external migration in the same period) and the acquisition of 
properties from the emigrants, this form of manifestation is not generally valid. As can be seen in graph 3, this 
replacement phenomenon took place especially in the communes of Știuca, Sacu or Darova and partially in Victor 






Victor Vlad Delamarina 
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Gavojdia 
 
Fig. 2. The evolution of the shares of the German ethnic group versus the Ukrainian ethnic group  
in the last 100 years in some Banat communes 
 
The Ukrainian population, with a share of almost 20% in Stiuca in 1910 (almost equal to the Germans) was 
almost entirely established in the village Zorile. As this village eventually moved into the structure of Copăcele, the 
commune basically started in 1910, with comparable territories, from almost no Ukrainian minority. We notice that 
in this commune, after 1960, over almost three decades, the German minority virtually disappeared being replaced 
by the Ukrainian one, which registered double the share (over 60%) versus the maximum level (little over 30%) 
reached by the German ethnic group in the period 1930-1966.  
Even if at different levels (1910 starting shares and 2011 final shares), the status of the Ukrainian and German 
ethnic groups evolved in a similar manner in the communes Sacu, Darova, Victor Vlad Delamarina and Gavojdia. 
3.3. The status quo – 2011 
At the present time, according to the 2011 PHC statistical information, in Banat there is a number of 34 localities 
(as can be seen in Graph 3), where the share of Ukrainian population is higher than 1%. In 11 of them, the share of 
the Ukrainian population is higher than 3%. The top 5 localities with the highest shares of Ukrainian population 
includes: Stiuca (63.61%), Copăcele (61,09%), Păltiniș (35,4%), Bârna (28,49%) and Victor Vlad Delamarina 
(22,97%).  From the point of view of the absolute value of the Ukrainian population, the hierarchy is the following: 
Știuca (1138), Păltiniș (833), Copăcele (664), Victor Vlad Delamarina (579), Timișoara (569), Lugoj (508), Bârna 
(457), Caransebeș (343), Darova (326) and Reșița (248). The Ukrainian ethnics are mainly concentrated in the area 
where the first migration movements took place more than 100 years ago. We are referring to the Timiș river valley 
between Caransebeș and Lugoj. The concentration is higher towards the southern and eastern proximity of Lugoj as 
well as in the western part of the Timis valley between the two cities mentioned before. The rural-urban migration 
phenomenon prevalent in the second half of the last century led to the creation of nuclei (significant in number, but 
insignificant as share of the total population in the locality) of the Ukrainian ethnic group in important urban centers 
in the area: Timișoara, Lugoj, Caransebeș and Reșita. 
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Fig. 3. The share of the Ukrainian population in the communes and urban areas in Banat 
 
3.4. Influencing factors in the increase of the Ukrainian ethnic group in Banat 
In this section, we intend to identify the elements which influenced this important numerical increase in the 
Ukrainian ethnic group in Banat, in the last 100 years. Thus, in 138 (78.9% of the total) localities (communes) there 
existed Ukrainian persons. As stated in the beginning of the article, all sources that analyze this situation agree on 
the fact that there were several migration waves concerning the Ukrainian ethnics in Banat. It is absolutely obvious 
that alongside the migration element, in any formula for estimating the volume of a population, we also have the 
specific component of the population’s natural movement. Thus, the calculus formula is: 
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P=P0+N-D+E-I 
where: 
P0 is the population volume at the beginning of a year; 
N is the number of new babies born alive during that year; 
D is the number of deceased during that year; 
E is the number of migration outflows (internal or external); 
I is the number of migration inflows (internal or external). 
 
Fig. 4. Birth place distribution for the Ukrainian ethnic in some Banat communes in 1992 and 2002 
 
Graph 4 is a visual representation of the statistical information relative to the first component mentioned above 
(migration) for the years 1992 and 2002. We took into account, from this point of view, the birth place of the person. 
We identified five main categories on these criteria: i) locality (commune) as birth place; ii) and iii) birth place in 
the respective county or in the neighboring county – considering that Ukrainian ethnics are mainly established in the 
border area between Timis and Caraș Severin; iv) birth place in Maramureș (prevalent county of origin for the 
Ukrainians who migrated to Banat) and v) other birth places (in Romania or abroad). In 1992, we notice a category 
of communes which we can consider saturated from the point of view of the migration of Ukrainian ethnics. In this 
situation are to a greater extent, the communes Copăcele, Păltiniș and Criciova (with cumulated shares for the first 
three categories i)-iii) higher or close to 90%) and partially Victor Vlad Delamarina (with a cumulated share for the 
categories i) to iii) close to 80%). The other communes are divided in their turn, into two categories, the first being 
the one in which an important part of the Ukrainian ethnics did not come from migration (Sacu and Gavojdia with 
cumulated shares for categories i)-iii) higher than 60%) and the second, in which most of the Ukrainian population 
did come from migration (Bârna and Darova, where the cumulated share for categories i)-iii) is between 20 and 
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30%). In 2002, the only significant change versus 1992 was the one registered in Victor Vlad Delamarina, where the 
share of the Ukrainian ethnics born in Banat (in that specific locality or in the counties of Timis and Caras Severin) 
dropped from around 80% to just above 30% after a massive migration outflow. Beyond the previously mentioned 
division of the communes, one of the main ideas that come out of the statistics is that the area of origin regarding the 
migration of Ukrainians in Banat in the last decades is, to a high end (15:1), Maramureș County. 
 
Fig. 5. The education level versus fertility rates in the case of Ukrainian ethnics in some communes in Banat in 1992 
 
Graphs 5 and 6 reveal another factor which led to the important numerical increase in the Ukrainian ethnic group 
in the above mentioned communes from Banat. As mentioned briefly in the beginning, Ukrainian women are 
traditionally placed at the top of the fertility rated. The fertility rate used in this article is defined as the number of 
children born alive registered per 1000 women of above 15 years of age. In 1992, the national average for this 
indicator was 1802 newborns. Ukrainian women registered the second highest value with 2402 children. In 8 of the 
9 communes analyzed in our text (Graph 5) the fertility rate for Ukrainian women was higher than the national 
average of this ethnic group. In Gavojda commune alone, fewer children were registered (2266) while at the top of 
the list are Copăcele (3258 children) and Victor Vlad Delamarina (3226 children). The average fertility rate 
computed for all 9 communes in Banat was 2960 children (with almost 2/3 – 64% - higher than the national average 
specific to all ethnic groups). In 2002, the general average value specific to all nationalities at the national level for 
the fertility rate dropped to a level of 1648 children. Also at the top of the pyramid significant decreases were 
registered (in the case of the gypsy minority from 2700 children in 1992 to 2454 in 2002), the minority analyzed in 
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this article being place on the third place (after ceangai) with 2263 children. In 2002, the women belonging to the 
Ukrainian minority in Banat (graph 6) registered, for all 9 communes analyzed, values above the national average. 
The lowest values were registered in Criciova (2411 children) and Gavojdia (2434 children) while the peaks were 
reached in Sacu (3169 children) and Copăcele (2075 children). The average value for the fertility rate within the 
Ukrainian minority in Banat was 2852 children, 73% more than the general national average specific to all ethnic 
groups. These numerical values reveal the idea according to which an important component of the increase in the 
share of Ukrainian ethnics in Banat was the fertility rates which were significantly higher among Ukrainian women. 
Both graphs (5 and 6) show the fact that fertility rates are not correlated to the educational level (e.g. in Victor Vlad 
Delamarina in 1992, although it registered the lowest level of Ukrainians without having graduated from school, the 
fertility rate was rather high, the same situation occurring in Sacu in 2002). 
3.5. The characteristics of the Ukrainian ethnic group in Banat 
In this section, we intend to draw some characteristics of the Ukrainian ethnic group in Banat from the point of 
view of the educational and occupational status. Regarding the structure of the Ukrainian ethnics from Banat by last 
school graduated, the 1992 situation is presented in Graph 5. Apparently, the Ukrainian minority in the communes 
analyzed register relatively low educational levels (only in Criciova commune the share of the people with superior 
education is relatively significant – 2.3%, and only in Victor Vlad Delamarina the share of the Ukrainian with no 
education is insignificant – 0.4%). The situation must be treated in the national context (both at general level in the 
rural environment and for the rural Ukrainian minority in particular). Thus, in 1992 the share of the people who 
hadn’t graduated was 7.5% in the rural environment and 12.2% in the Ukrainian minority. The persons having 
primary studies represented 33.2 % in the rural environment and 29.5% within the Ukrainian minority. In the rural 
environment, 58.2% of the population had secondary education while the people belonging to the Ukrainian 
minority represented 57.8% on the same criterion. Only 1.1% of the Romanian rural population had superior studies, 
the share among the Ukrainian ethnics reaching only half of that (0.54%). Basically, we notice that the structural 
differences between the Ukrainian minority in the rural and in the urban environments are not high (except for a 
higher share of the same minority with primary education). Versus these reference values, the data (graph 5) for the 
9 communes analyzed reflect the fact that the Ukrainian minority in Banat has a superior profile from the 
educational standpoint. Except for Bârna, in all other communes the shares of the persons with no education is lower 
(in some cases much lower: Victor Vlad Delamarina – 0.4% and Sacu – 2.4%) than the average specific to the 
Ukrainian minority (12.2%). In the communes with a more settled Ukrainian community (where migration towards 
Banat started more than 100 years ago and is saturated) the educational level of this ethnic groups seems somewhat 
more reduced (we encounter higher shares for the primary level) while in the communes where the migration 
phenomenon was in progress (Sacu, Bârna, Darova and Știuca) the educational level is somewhat higher. 
Consequently, we can easily assume that the people who decided to migrate were part of the middle-upper class of 
the Ukrainian ethnic group. 
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In 2002, in the rural environment, the people who hadn’t graduated from school represented 5.2% (6.6% in the 
case of the Ukrainians), while the people with primary education represented 17% (15.4% of the Ukrainian 
minority), the people with secondary education 75.8% (76.9% of the Ukrainian minority) and the people with 
superior studies represented 2% (1.1 % of the Ukrainian minority). We also notice that, except for keeping the ratio 
1 to 2 in the case of the share of people with superior studies in the rural environment versus the ones belonging to 
the Ukrainian minority in the same environment, the slightly unfavorable differences of the Ukrainian minority in 
1992 almost disappeared. At the level of the Ukrainians in Banat (Graph 6) we notice that except for some favorable 
differences registered in Sacu, Criciova, Darova (from the point of view of a smaller share for the persons who 
hadn’t graduated from school) and Criciova (from the point of view of a higher share of the persons with higher 
education), the educational level proves to be lower as against to the rural environment in general or to the values 
registered by the general Ukrainian minority. Bottom line, we can state that in the 10 years between the two 
censuses, the Ukrainian minority in Banat did not evolve in the same rhythm as the rest of the rural population 
relative to superior structural positioning from the educational standpoint. 
Fig. 6. Education level versus fertility rate in the case of Ukrainian ethnics in the Banat communes in 2002 
 
From the point of view of the occupational status, in 1992, 6.9% of the Romanian rural population activated in 
unqualified labor (6.8% of the Ukrainian minority). The share of the population in sales was 3% (2.1 % of the 
Ukrainian minority) while 42.9% was in agriculture (51.6% of the Ukrainian population). The blue collars 
represented 42.5% (36.5% of the Ukrainian group), while the white collars represented 4.7% (2.9% in the Ukrainian 
minority). In the Banat communes with significant Ukrainian presence in 1992 (Graph 7) the blue collar occupations 
are more prevalent in the communes around Lugoj (Darova – 49.3%, Gavojdia – 26.9% and Victor Vlad Delamarina 
42   Claudiu Herțeliu et al. /  Procedia Economics and Finance  10 ( 2014 )  32 – 44 
– 48.3%) or Caransebeș (Păltiniș – 44%). The possibility of working in agriculture was the resort that led the 
Ukrainian ethnic group to Banat (through migration) more than 100 years ago. In 1992 as well, a large part of the 
Ukrainian population in this region was involved in agriculture (71.7% in Copăcele, 68.5% in Bârna, 64.3% in 
Știuca, 56.6% in Gavojdia and 51.2% in Păltiniș). Rather surprising and inexplicable at the same time are the 
relatively high shares (versus the average of the rural environment or the average specific to the Ukrainian rural 
minority) of the persons who activated as unqualified workers (15% in Bârna, 12.6% in Criciova or 9% in 
Gavojdia). 
 The occupational status of the Romanian rural population in 2002 faced some structural adjustments. 7.9% was 
represented by unqualified workers (6.9% of the Ukrainian minority), 5.3% of the population activated in sales 
(3.3% of the Ukrainian group), 53.4% in agriculture (67.6% of the Ukrainians), 27.3% in the blue collar activities 
(18.4% of the rural Ukrainian population) and 6% in the white collar (3.8% of the rural Ukrainian population). 
Fig. 7. The occupational structure of the Ukrainian ethnics in some Banat communes in 1992 and 2002 
 
The structural changes noticed at the level of the entire rural level (or relative to the Ukrainian ethnics 
established in this region) are also found (even if sometimes, quite different as manifestation) among the Ukrainian 
minority in Banat. In the 9 communes included in the analysis of this article, we notice the division into two 
categories by the share of the blue collar population. The decrease of the blue collar share is less visible in Copăcele, 
Păltiniș, Sacu or Criciova and more visible in Bârna, Gavojdia, Victor Vlad Delamarina and Darova (a plunge from 
49.3% in 1992 to 6.2% in 2002). Agriculture remains significant in most communes: Stiuca (77.8%), Bârna 
(76.3%), Gavojdia (63.1%), Copăcele (58.8%), Darova (57.9%) or Criciova (50%). Quite inexplicable is also the 
very high share registered by unqualified workers is some communes: Victor Vlad Delamarina (with a highly 
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improbable 50.7%), Darova (34.8%), Sacu (22.7%) or Gavojdia (16.1%). All these figures are extremely surprising 
considering that, as stated above, the share of unqualified workers at national level in the rural environment was 
7.9% (6.9% for the rural Ukrainian minority). In a last remark, regarding the occupational status we can mention 
that there were four communes where in the Ukrainian minority there was a small but visible segment of white 
collars: Criciova (8.6%), Sacu (6.8%), Copacele (5.7%) and Paltinis (3.9%). 
4. Concluzii 
No doubt such a complex process as the migration of the Ukrainian ethnic group for a period of 100 years cannot 
be treated in an exhaustive manner in such a short study. This article managed however to validate, based on the 
official statistical data, certain hypotheses proposed by previous research which were sometime based on eye 
witnesses’ telling.  
The migration flows of Ukrainian ethnics towards some communes in Banat occurred in two large waves. The 
first is mainly developed in the period 1906-1910 and led to the creation of a few compact villages in which 
Ukrainian ethnics were established. In time, part of these villages (placed in a quite compact area at the borderline 
between the counties Caraș-Severin and Timiș, along the Timiș Valley between Caransebeș and Lugoj) were 
grouped in administrative units as such, in which the Ukrainian minority became the majority (Copăcele). 
After the second large migration wave of the Ukrainian population towards Banat (coming from Maramureș) in 
some cases (Știuca commune) major structural mutations occurred and also led to the formation of a Ukrainian 
majority. We must mention that this second wave (started four decades ago and still in progress) of Ukrainian 
migration towards Banat communes has overlapped with an exodus of the German population (significant as share 
in some communes). These important structural mutations wouldn’t have been possible at such a level had the 
migration not been doubled by very high specific fertility rates, versus the national average. Relative to the profile of 
the Ukrainian minority in Banat from the occupational or educational status’ point of view, we notice a deterioration 
in 2002 as against to 1992. 
No doubt, this research should and will be continued in order to track, first of all, the evolution of educational 
and occupational features in 2011 (the data is still not available) or to decipher the resorts behind certain highly 
unlikely numerical values (the large share of the Ukrainian population in certain communes that activates in 
unqualified labor). 
The novelty elements which initiated this article was the domination of the Ukrainian minority (inexistent as 
ethnic group in Banat in 1900) registered in the two communes (Copăcele and Știuca). This type of situation, 
accomplished through peaceful means (even if in the meantime two world conflicts took place) in a region with a 
high inertial component (unlike religion, ethnical affiliation does not change during a life time so that structural 
mutations are produced either through migration or as a consequence of the population’s natural movement), raised 
a flag and was surprising, in the end, due to the intensity of both the migration element and the fertility element. 
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